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Senator Mrom Oreson hias guoted tim

and time nsmn o the ﬂcox 0% the S\,n've
thie onposition LO the M
dissenter of his day, o man
nam Lincoln, & Con“rc.ssmo:

svom Ilii-
nois, who forthrightly and courageously

spoke out about the illennlity of the
iea: War, about the 1"1::1101@11;5
ican ‘war, :Lbohu the lack of
Jmm cation of ouvr invelving the Ameyi-
an people in the Mexlean War.

AMr. President, that
Abraham Lincoln i the House of Rep-
resentatives stands as one of his moan:
deserved monuments in the history <. he
Republic.

So, too, was there a resolution in the
case of Cuba in 1898, We heard iv said
in Congress at that time that a show of
national unity would frighien Spain out
of Cuba. But it led to war with Spain,
instead.

One of the comments ¢f the so-called
war advocates in regard to both the
Mexican War and the Spanish War is
that we won both ol them.

On, Mr. President, so oftcii what a

sting theve is in victory. The fighuing in
those two wars stands as despoiled pages
¢ the record of Am\,uc.m nhistory. Vie~
tory does not make right. We can comi-
mit enough inhwnanity against both our

nen and the enemy to force a surrender.
Sox e will eall it vietory, but history will
record it as a great defeat because we
will have defeated so many of the ideals
of our Nation.

That has been our experience with the
Tonkin Guli resolution. It has been pro-
ductive of more war and ever more war
in Asia. I it had any effect upon Novth

* Vietnam at all, it was fo prod that coun-

try into new and more careiully orga-
nized military and political activity for

her own dofense

If one can find any comfort in our ex-
pericnce wnh this resolution, it is that
no future resolutions of this kind will be
accepted by Congress so long as anyone
is here who went througn the Tonkin
Gulf experience.

NEW RESOLUTION NIEEDED
ylthough I have always bolieved that
resolution was a mistake, and that it
sirould be rescinded, yet it is obvious that
much more is needed.

I tried to rescind it, as will be recalled,
a year and a half ago, and the course of
action was to lay my proposal on the
table. Whercas there wers only two votes
against the resolution in August 1964, be-
ing the votcs of the Senator from Alaska
[Mr, Gruewine] and the senior Senator
from Oregon, we had five votes against
the ruotion to lay on the table, and every-

one in the Senate knew what they were -

voting on. They were voting not on 2 mo-
tion to lay on the table, except in techni-
cal form; they were voting on whether or
not they wanted to go on record on the
floor of tie Senate contrary to the posi-
tion many of them take on the other side
of those two doors. When many of them
are out in the cloakroom, they freely ad-
mit they made a mistake when they voted
for the Tonkin CGulf resolution in the firvst
place, but not hcere on the floor of the
Scnate arc they willing to acd.:it they
made & mistake by a vote to 2
ithey voted for the motion to lay on the
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table, many of them thinking they could
explain it by soayin 0.' it was a vote on a
wrocedural matter. But the couniry kiew
it wagsavoleona suns*m ative matter.

I cay respectiully to my beloved friends
in tiie Senate that it is casy to make
specchies here and elsewhere in the coun-
try raising regrets and doubts of the wis-
dom of passing the Tonkin Gulf resolu-
tion in sihe first instance, but I know of no

gymnastic mb;vﬂww that iz golng to
cnable any poiitic the bc:*.ate or the
I{ouse of -L-vs;cscn'w'b.wb o e on Lot
sides of this issue, I {ag 10 GO m”ﬂ:
I think the v : up with
themn, u..a 1

Iwo u‘d tho

ncould be re-
.1 :Lm enouzh of a
ow that the proba-
ning ave so remote
that there chance for & frozen
snowwall to v miain frozen in an oven of
150 degrees hrenheis. Therefore, my
approacih today is somewhat different
from my approach of Iebruary 19835,
when I sought to rescind the Tonkin Gulf
resolution.

Although the administration tc.hes the
view that what Congress thinks is irrele-
vant, I believe the kind of resolution
that is necded is a statement ¢f congres-
sional policy on how a major war in
Soutlieast Asia shouid be dealt with by
the United States. Such a resclution is

needed because ocur previous policy of the
ed totally
to arrest the size and scope of the con-
fiict.

We need a resolution thal recognizes
that in acting unilaterally, the United
States has not been able to stop the fight-
ing, and that it has in fact grown into
a major war that threatens the pea
not only of all Asia, but of the cntnc
world. It should recognize that the nava
incident of August 1984, is no longer rele-
vant to the situation, and the action that
Congress anticipated at that time against
Northh Vietnamese PT-hoats has long
since becn carried out., The resolution I
am offering today is based on these facts.

It expresses the sense of Congress that
the President and his administration act
as we are required to act under the char-
ter of the United Nations. It states that
the President should reqguest the Security
Council of the United Nations to meet on
the subject of the entire Vietnamese way,
and asks that he call upon the Security
Council to issue a call for a cease-fire by
all partics on all fronts of the fighting.

One of the essential provisions of my
resolution is that we must propose and he
willing to comply with a cease-fire order.
We have got to stop the killing, and we
have got to stop the sending of our young
men to Southeast Asia to be slaughtered
in a war that is unjustifiable, illegal, and
1mmorwl That is the test of our ideals. It
means, I sald in my colloouy with the
Senato“ :;om Kentucky [Mr. Coorerl,
that wa must submit a resolution to t‘xe
U.N. that is subject to a veto or adoption.
We must submit-a resolution in which
we pledge that we will accept the juris=-
diction of the United Nations and comply

ith its orders. That is what the charter

rovides, and that 1 what we have never
bee“ willing t¢ do. Until we do it, and. I
speak most respectfull

all of his talking about being willing to
20 to the United Nations is empty scmain-
tics.

The language we must use and the
pledze we raust make is that we will
abide by the jurisdiction of the pro-
cedures of the charter. The first thing
we have to be willing to commit our-
selves to is that we will support a cease
fire order. That will stop the killing. C)t
course, as ¥ shall point out later, it calls
for enforcement, but that is what the
United Nations Charter was set up to do.

That is wiy I have been heard to say
so meny tisucs in these historic debates
in the Scnate zl atv the sad thing is not
a single signatory to the United Nations
Charter, including the United States,
has ever carried out its solemn commit-
ment vig-a-vis the war in Vietnam. That
goes for our neighbor to the north—
Canada—Ior Great Britain,
navian countries, France, Russia, Italy
Japan, India, and the Latin nmel‘ccm
countries. Every signatory has failed to
carry out the clear obligation that their
siznature vo the charter imposed upon
them when they signed it.

If the charter is becoming a dead let-
ter, as some critics of the United Nations
declare, that is only because the signa-
tories to it no longer seem to honor their
signatures in a great world crisis such as
this.

It further urges that the United States
ask the Security Council to take what-
ever steps necessary to eniforce that
cease-fire, and it siates that whatever
action the Councii decides to take under
article 25 will be accepted and carried
out by the United States.

The resoluiion states further that if
the Security Council fails to act to assert
jurisdiction over the war, the President
should pursue the same course of action
in the General Assembly, just as we did
in the casc of the Congo when the Se-
curity Councii failed to act and the Gen-
eral Assembly acted instead to prevent a
colossal confrontation among nations
warring for control of central Africa.

When it is India, Pakistan. Israel, or
Egypt, or the Sov1et Union that is in-
volved in warfare, the United States has
always insisted that the United Nations
act to take jurisdiction and to move in
and settle the dispute.

Senators have heard me discuss many

‘times the situation involving the Cyprus

problem, when CGreat Britain and the
United States attempted, behind the
scenes, to work out an understanding to
get NATO to move in on the Cyprus is-
suc.

As the Recorp will show, 10 days be-
fore I had the slightest idea of what Rus-
sia and France were planning in regard
to Cyprus, I took the floor of the Senate

-and made a major speech calling for

United Nations action on the Cyprus
problem. I pointed out that there was 1ot
a scintilla of legal basis for NATO in-
vaivement in Cyprus, but that the United
Nations Charter cried out for United Na-
tions intervention.

Later, we were told that the Pentagon,
the State Depar tmcn t, and the CIA wore
not aware of what Russia and France

‘were up to at the ‘wne, I said during that
of my President, _ debate that it was nothing new for the
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